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NWOD Working Group;



 



 



Attached are EPA, and Utah DERR and DHW comments on the RD/RA dated June 2013.



 



 



Sincerely,



 



Kathryn Hernandez



RPM
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY



REGION 8



1595 Wynkoop Street


DENVER, CO   80202-1129


Phone 800-227-8917



http://www.epa.gov/region08


0


July 15, 2013


 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1MEMORANDUM


SUBJECT:
Northwest Oil Drain


FROM:
Kathryn Hernandez




RPM


TO:

NWOD Working Group


The US EPA and Utah State DERR have reviewed the revised the Remedial Design & Remedial Action Work Plan, Segment 2B -Part 1, and Segment 2B - Part 2, for the Northwest Oil Drain, dated June 2013.  The following are our questions and comments regarding the Work Plan. If you have questions or concerns, or require additional assessment, please contact me at (303-312-6101).


General Comments:


 



1. 
The DERR’s previous review comments on the SAP/QAPP, dated June 20, 2013, are applicable to this document and should be addressed.



2. 
As previously discussed with EPA, the DERR did not review Appendix B (Wetlands Mitigation strategy) of this document.



3. 
The proposed approach for the canal re-route activities, including the last phase of sediment removal from the abandoned canal, appears to be reasonable to address possible contamination issues associated with the Oily Dump Wedge.  However, please note the DERR is not approving the engineering design of the new canal (such as side slopes, locations of siphons, hydraulic evaluation, etc.) or the airport products pipeline.  These activities should be approved by Chevron in concert with Salt Lake City since the NWOD is an important part of the City’s current infrastructure. 



4. 
It is important to establish additional procedures for the canal’s “bathtub ring” moving forward (Segment 2B Part 2 and also the area near 1089+50, 1096+25 and SB-1 among others).  This can be completed under a separate scope of work.  The procedures to manage the “bathtub ring” to date are appropriate considering the canal was previously constructed and utilities are present along much of its length.  The decision was made not to undermine the geometry of the canal or impact the current utilities.  However, moving onto the Chevron property, the conditions will change once the canal is re-routed and the old segment of the canal is abandoned.  Furthermore, it is possible contamination from the canal and the Oily Dump Wedge are co-mingled.       



5. 
Please revise the text to be more specific regarding the anticipated time frames for Chevron to address the Oily Dump Wedge.  With regards to this matter, Chevron should coordinate with the DSHW regarding a strategy to address the Oily Dump Wedge (before the Part 2 sediment removal) and provide the appropriate workplan(s) with sufficient time for the reviews to be conducted and the documents to be accepted. 



 



Specific Comments: 



1. 
Page 20, Table 2-6. Please note DSHW is working with Chevron to modify the Post Closure Permit including the method detection limits listed in the table.      



2. 
Redline Page 32, Section 3.3.5, Sediment Handling Transport and Recycling: Based on a previous incident relating to this site, please include a statement that the zero leakage specification from haul trucks also applies to City streets and other routes.  Also, please provide justification why tarps will be removed from the haul trucks.



3. 
Redline Page 40, Section 4.3.4, 3rd bullet down:  Excavated soils should not be only visually monitored, but also via odor/olfactory senses.  This comment also applies elsewhere in the document. Please revise the text accordingly. 



4.  
Redline Page 46, bottom bullet on page regarding “Preparation and submission of a final inspection report”.  Please specify what sort of time frame is expected in receiving this report.  Have any final reports been received to date?  If so, they should be included in the References section.    



5. Section I – page 2, top paragraph – please describe the protocols for removing impacted native soil underneath the sediment that is removed, including a) are there any limits to depth of this further removal, and b) how integrity of canal bottom will be maintained and assured if native soil removal is more extensive or deeper than the current bottom.  Describe steps to be taken to re-establish the bottom integrity, if compromised.  This comment also pertains to last paragraph in Section 1.1, page 4, which presents a more detailed description, but does not provide sufficient explanation regarding the specific questions above.  



6. Page 2. Remove the statement that “sediment” refers to the hydro-carbon impacted very brown-to-black sediment.  Sediment is typically defined as solid fragmented material, such as silt, sand, gravel, chemical precipitates, and fossil fragments, that is transported and deposited by water, ice, or wind or that accumulates through chemical precipitation or secretion by organisms, and that forms layers on the Earth's surface.  Therefore the term “sediment” includes the sand layer.



7. Provide additional detailed discussion regarding the work plan’s conclusions regarding the source of the hydrocarbon influence discussed in the last paragraph of 2.2.2.1.  



8.  Wetlands related question from RD/RA work plan – see figure 4-3.  Work describes “flattening” of the canal sides in some areas.  Please describe what additional wetland acreage (for length of canal) are anticipated or estimated from this aspect of the work, or if included in your calculations (in wetland report, etc.) please explain how it was included, e.g., in width assumptions.  



9. Clarify that backfilling of the former canal channel will be conducted in connection with the AOC.  



10. Describe in greater detail the steps to be taken to coordinate the NWOD canal removal work with the campus construction.  Describe any aspects of the campus project that might create a situation where campus construction would interfere with canal cleanup, or that you are proposing would take precedence over canal cleanup and re-route construction under the AOC, if any, and what steps are proposed to avoid/mitigate any such interference. 






[image: image1.wmf]PRIVATE 
Printed on Recycled Paper


0


PRIVATE 



0


� EMBED Word.Picture.8  ���














[image: image3.wmf] 



_1142744904





_1142673837.doc


[image: image1.png].

((ED ST4
N s

NONIOY
(o)
%.

L prOTE”

Ko

: mzsnoa,o
















